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WHAT THIS PAPER ADDS
 Up until recently, carotid endarterectomy in UK was not done sufﬁciently early following symptoms of cerebral ischaemia. This
study suggests that the early management of patients with symptoms of cerebral ischaemia at a one-stop stroke prevention or TIA
clinic with Duplex imaging could promote rapid surgery. It also supports the current initiative to focus stroke services in the UK
within specialist centres.a r t i c l e i n f o
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Introduction: Carotid endarterectomy (CEA) should be performed within two weeks of symptoms for
patients with carotid stenosis >50%. Whether these standards are being achieved and causes of delay
between symptoms and CEA were investigated.
Design: An analysis of prospectively collected multi-centre data.
Materials: Consecutive data for patients undergoing CEA between January-2006 and September-2010
were collected. Asymptomatic patients and those with no details on the timing of cerebral symptoms
were excluded.
Methods: ‘Delay’ from symptom to CEA was deﬁned as more than two weeks and ‘prolonged-delay’ more
than eight weeks. Univariable and multivariable analyses were used to identify factors associated with
these delays.
Results: Of 2147 patients with symptoms of cerebral ischaemia, 1522(70.9%) experienced ‘delay’ and
920(42.9%) experienced ‘prolonged delay’. Patients with ischaemic heart disease were more likely to
experience ‘delay’ (OR ¼ 1.56; 95% CI 1.11e2.19, p ¼ 0.011), whereas patients with stroke (OR ¼ 0.77; 95%
CI 0.63e0.94, p ¼ 0.011) and those treated at hospitals with a stroke-prevention clinic (OR ¼ 0.57; 95%CI
0.46e0.71, p < 0.001) were less likely to experience ‘delay’. Patients treated after the publication of
National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence (NICE) guidelines were less likely to experience
‘prolonged delay’ (OR ¼ 0.77; 95%CI 0.65e0.91, p ¼ 0.003) but not ‘delay’.
Conclusion: Few patients achieved CEA within two weeks of symptoms. Introducing stroke-prevention
clinics with one-stop carotid imaging appears important.
 2012 European Society for Vascular Surgery. Published by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.; fax: þ44 (0) 161 291 5854.
Collum).
st (VGNW) participants (see
ciety for Vascular Surgery. PublisheIntroduction
Carotid endarterectomy (CEA) reduces the risk of stroke in
patients with recently symptomatic severe carotid artery stenosis
and, to a lesser extent, patients with asymptomatic carotid sten-
osis.1e4 The main beneﬁt of surgery, the reduction in stroke risk,
is greatest if surgery is performed early following symptomsd by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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Symptomatic Carotid Endarterectomy (NASCET) and European
Carotid Surgery (ECST) trials demonstrating that surgery delayed
beyond 12 weeks from the onset of symptoms had equivalent
efﬁcacy to that for asymptomatic disease.5
The National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence (NICE)
issued guidelines in July 20086 which recommended that stable
patients following acute non-disabling stroke or transient ischae-
mic attack (TIA) who have symptomatic carotid stenosis of 50e99%
(NASCET), or 70e99% (ECST) criteria, should:
i. be assessed and referred for CEA within one week of onset of
symptoms.
ii. undergo surgery within two weeks of symptoms.
Although the NICE guidelines and others7 have raised awareness
of the importance of offering early CEA to symptomatic patients,
unacceptable delays to surgery have still been demonstrated in the
UK.8 The aim of this study was to investigate the causes of delay in
carotid surgery in the North West of England.Materials and Methods
This was a prospective multi-centre study conducted on behalf of
the Vascular Governance NorthWest (VGNW) programme. VGNW is
a peer-led clinical governance programme that currently audits the
results of 55 vascular surgeons who perform CEA at 21 hospitals in
the North West of England and Wales. Data were collected prospec-
tively using apurpose-designeddata-entry formonconsecutive CEAs
performed between January 2006 and October 2010. Data were
mainly supplied by the operating surgeons with missing data
completed where possible from patient medical records. Data
collected included patient demographics, date of symptom onset,
referral details, the indication for surgery, medical history, pre-
operative medications and pre-operative investigations.
All data was entered into a central Microsoft Access database
held at the University Hospital of SouthManchester (UHSM). To test
the completeness of data, the numbers of operations carried out at
participating hospitals were validated against Hospital Episode
Statistics (HES) and cross checked with discharge summaries.
Follow-up data was obtained by contacting the clinical team
responsible for each patient following discharge.
The primary outcome measure for the study was delay from
symptoms to CEA of over twoweeks. Secondary outcomemeasures
were delay from symptoms to CEA of over eight weeks (prolonged
delay) and post-operative stroke or mortality. Mortality was
deﬁned as death within 30-days following CEA regardless of cause
and strokewas as deﬁned by the contributing surgeon. All variables
missing for more than 15 percent of patients were excluded from
the analysis. Categorical variables were coded as 1 if they were
present; otherwise they were coded as 0, meaning that if a condi-
tion or ﬁnding was not recorded or mentioned in the patient’s
record, or the test had not been performed, the condition was
assumed to be absent. For continuous variables the sample median
was substituted for missing values.Figure 1. Percentage of patients waiting longer than two or eight weeks from symp-
toms to CEA in the North West of England by year of procedure.Statistical Analysis
The c2 test or univariable logistic regression was used for
statistical analysis of categorical or ordinal variables which are
shown as percentages. Standard statistical tests were used to
calculate odds ratios and 95% conﬁdence intervals (CI). A multi-
variable logistic regression analysis was undertaken using the
forward stepwise technique, to identify risk factors for delay andprolonged delay from symptoms to CEA. All analysis was performed
using SPSS 16.0 (SPSS Inc., Chicago IL).
Results
Over the study period, a total of 2976 CEAs were performed. CEA
was performed for symptomatic carotid artery stenosis in 2573
(86.5%) patients. Information on the interval between symptoms
and the surgery was available for 2147(83.4%) of the symptomatic
patients with this group representing the ﬁnal cohort for all
subsequent analyses.
Patient characteristics
Themedian age of the patients was 72 years (range 39e100) and
1465 (68.4%) were men. TIA, stroke and amaurousis fugax were the
presenting symptoms for 1065(49.6%), 632 (29.4%) and 450 (21.0%)
patients respectively. Ipsilateral carotid stenosiswas 70e99% for the
majority (1804, 84.0%) of patients and 50e69% in a further 625
(13.7%). The ipsilateral stenosiswas<50% for 34 (1.6%) patientswith
15 (0.7%) patients having complete ipsilateral occlusion. Carotid
imaging was by Duplex ultrasound initially in 2028 (94.5%) patients
with conﬁrmatory imaging, usually by magnetic resonance angi-
ography (MRA)or CTangiographyperformed in 412 (19.2%) patients.
Most patients were referred by a hospital physician (1883, 87.7%).
Symptom to carotid surgery delay
The majority of patients (1522, 70.9%) waited longer than two
weeks between initial symptoms and CEA with the median delay
being 5e7 weeks. A total of 920 (42.9%) patients underwent CEA
more than eight weeks from the symptoms that precipitated
referral. The percentage of patients who underwent CEA more than
twoweeks ormore thaneightweeks after symptoms for eachyear of
the study is shown in Fig. 1. The publication of NICE guidelines has
been associated with a reduction in the number of patients waiting
for longer than twoweeks (68.4%vs. 73.7%,OR0.7795%CI 0.64e0.93,
p ¼ 0.007), and the number of patients waiting longer than eight
weeks (39.5% vs. 46.6%, OR 0.75 95%CI 0.63e0.89, p ¼ 0.001).
Univariable analysis for causes of delay from symptoms to CEA
Factors associated with a delay from symptoms to CEA of more
than two week are shown in Table 1. Patients with a history of
Table 1
Association between cohort characteristics and delay from symptoms to CEA of >2 weeks or >8 weeks; univariable analysis (n ¼ 2147).
% of
patients
% >2 week
CEA delay
Odds ratio
(95% CI)
p value % >8 week
CEA delay
Odds ratio
(95% CI)
p value
Age (years) <65 23.9 69.3 Ref. 43.0 Ref.
65e74 39.6 72.4 1.16(0.92e1.48) 0.217 44.2 1.05(0.84e1.31) 0.668
75 36.4 70.3 1.05(0.83e1.34) 0.681 41.3 0.93(0.75e1.17) 0.546
Gender Male 68.4 70.3 Ref. 42.8 Ref.
Female 31.6 72.2 1.10(0.90e1.34) 0.376 42.9 1.00(0.83e1.20) 0.997
Diabetes No 83.7 70.8 Ref. 42.9 Ref.
Yes 16.3 71.5 1.04(0.81e1.34) 0.780 42.5 0.98(0.78e1.24) 0.868
Ischaemic heart disease No 90.0 70.1 Ref. 41.9 Ref.
Yes 10.0 78.1 1.53(1.09e2.14) 0.014 51.2 1.45(1.09e1.92) 0.010
Indication for surgery Other 70.6 72.7 Ref. 44.7 Ref.
Stroke 29.4 66.6 0.75(0.61e0.92) 0.005 38.4 0.77(0.64e0.94) 0.008
Ipsilateral stenosis <70% 15.3 69.5 Ref. 41.8 Ref.
70% 84.7 70.9 1.08(0.84e1.40) 0.551 42.9 1.05(0.83e1.34) 0.667
Contralateral stenosis <70% 76.6 70.1 Ref. 41.9 Ref.
70% 23.4 73.4 1.17(0.94e1.47) 0.164 45.9 1.18(0.96e1.44) 0.112
Referral source GP 12.3 76.5 Ref. 50.0 Ref.
Physician 87.7 70.1 0.72(0.53e0.97) 0.032 41.8 0.72(0.56e0.93) 0.012
Hospital stroke-prevention
clinic
No 76.3 73.8 Ref. 45.5 Ref.
Yes 23.7 61.6 0.57(0.46e0.70) <0.001 34.4 0.63(0.51e0.78) <0.001
Initial imaging modality MRA/CT 5.5 63.0 Ref. 43.3 Ref.
Duplex ultrasound 94.5 71.4 0.68(0.47e1.01) 0.053 35.3 0.71(0.49e1.05) 0.088
NICE guidelines Pre 47.6 73.7 Ref. 46.6 Ref.
Post 52.4 68.4 0.77(0.64e0.93) 0.007 39.5 0.75(0.63e0.89) 0.001
Other ¼ TIA or amaurosis fugax; MRA ¼ magnetic resonance angiography; CT ¼ CT angiography, p values calculated using univariable logistic regression; ref ¼ reference
group; GP ¼ general practitioner; CEA ¼ carotid endarterectomy; NICE ¼ National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence. Bold ¼ signiﬁcant at p < 0.05.
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than two weeks from initial symptoms to CEA. Patients that were
referred for surgery by a hospital physician, presented with
a stroke, or were treated at a hospital with a dedicated
stroke-prevention clinic were less likely to have CEA more than
two weeks from initial symptoms. Factors associated with a delay
from symptoms to CEA of more than eight weeks were the same
as for a delay of more than two weeks and are also shown in
Table 1.
Multivariable analysis
Factors associated with a delay from initial symptoms to CEA of
more than two weeks on multivariable analysis are shown in
Table 2. Patients with a history of ischaemic heart disease were
found to be more likely to have a delay from symptoms to CEA of
more than twoweeks. Patients who presented with a stroke or who
underwent CEA at a hospital with a dedicated stroke-prevention
clinic were less likely to undergo CEA more than two weeks after
the symptoms that caused referral.
Factors found to be associated with a less than eight week
delay from symptoms to CEA on multivariable analysis are
shown in Table 3 and included; presentation with stroke,
referral by a hospital physician and CEA performed at a hospital
with a dedicated stroke-prevention clinic. CEA after the intro-
duction of NICE guidelines was also found to be a factor asso-
ciated with a delay from initial symptoms to CEA of less than
eight weeks.Table 2
Risk factors for delay from symptoms to CEA of >2 weeks; logistic regression
analysis (n ¼ 2147).
Odds ratio (95% CI) p value
Stroke as indication for surgery 0.77(0.63e0.94) 0.011
Ischaemic heart disease 1.56(1.11e2.19) 0.011
Hospital with stroke-prevention clinic 0.57(0.46e0.71) <0.001
CEA ¼ carotid endarterectomy.Outcomes following CEA
Post-operative stroke occurred in 32 (1.5%) patients with 21 of
these strokes within 24 hours and 11 over the next 30 days. The
overall 30-day mortality rate in the cohort was 0.6% (12 deaths)
giving a combined stroke and death rate of 2.0%. Patients who
underwent CEAwithin twoweeks of symptoms had a stroke rate of
2.2% compared to 1.2% (OR 1.92 95%CI 0.95e3.87, p ¼ 0.066) for
patients who were delayed for more than two weeks. The stroke
rates in patients who underwent CEA within eight weeks of
symptoms ormore than eight weeks from symptomswere 1.4% and
1.6% respectively (OR 0.85 95%CI 0.42e1.71, p ¼ 0.643). There was
also a non-signiﬁcant reduction in stroke rate since the publication
of the NICE guidelines from 1.8% to 1.2% (OR 0.70 95%CI 0.35e1.42,
p ¼ 0.324).Discussion
Despite the introduction of NICE guidelines6 recommending
that patients with symptoms of symptomatic carotid stenosis
should have CEAwithin two weeks; this was not achieved for most
patients in the NorthWest of England. These ﬁndings are consistent
with the ﬁrst National UKCEA audit.8 However, since the publica-
tion of the NICE guidelines, the proportion of patients waiting for
more than two weeks or eight weeks from symptoms to CEA has
reduced. This improvement was signiﬁcant for two week delay onTable 3
Risk factors for delay from symptoms to CEA of >8 weeks; logistic regression
analsyis (n ¼ 2147).
Odds ratio (95% CI) p value
Stroke as indication for surgery 0.82(0.68e0.99) 0.043
Post NICE guidelines 0.77(0.65e0.91) 0.003
Referral by hospital physician 0.77 (0.59e1.00) 0.047
Hospital with stroke-prevention clinic 0.64(0.52e0.79) <0.001
CEA ¼ carotid endarterectomy; NICE ¼ National Institute for Health and Clinical
Excellence.
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analysis. The fact that the improvement demonstrated is not more
signiﬁcant is unsurprising given that the NICE guidelines, although
published in 2008, were only widely implemented in the UK during
2010e2011. Other drivers for change have however been imple-
mented during the period of this study and a reduction in CEA
waiting times was demonstrated in round two of the UKCEA audit.9
The data used for this study was collected prospectively and
validated locally. It has not been externally validated which is
a limitation of this study. Contribution to VGNW is voluntary and it is
likely that not all CEAs performed during the study period have been
included. As with any registry study, data quality and completeness
were a limitation although any data ﬁelds with more than 15%
missing datawere excluded from the analysis.We have conducted an
appropriate statistical analysis of our available data but as with any
observational study it is impossible to eliminate other confounding
factors that may have contributed to the conclusions.
The post-operative 30-day stroke rate, 30-day death rate and
combined stroke and death rate in this study is similar to the
recent UKCEA study9 but lower than the major randomised clinical
trials and other earlier registries, perhaps reﬂecting continued
improvements in care.1,2,10e16 However, the patients in this study
were followed up by the teams who undertook the surgery, and it is
recognised that higher post-operative stroke rates are often repor-
ted when follow-up is by a stroke physician. The stroke rate in this
study was non-signiﬁcantly higher for patients operated on within
two weeks of symptoms. This has previously been demonstrated in
a systematic review17 and could possibly be explained in this study
by the observation that stroke was a more common indication for
surgery in the group operated on within two weeks of symptoms.
The stroke rate was also found to have fallen non-signiﬁcantly in
this study following the publication of the NICE guidelines.
Reducing waiting times from symptoms to surgery is imperative
if CEA is to be effective.5 Delays are common in the literature with
studies from the late 1990s onwards in England,11,18 Sweden,12
Canada,13 and Scotland,14 reporting median delays between
symptoms of cerebral ischaemia and CEA ranging from two to ﬁve
months. In the ECST, the median delay from randomization to CEA
in the 29 UK centres (1086 patients) in the 1980s and early 1990s
was more than two months, meaning a delay from symptom to
surgery of much more than this.1 The median randomisation to
surgery delay in ECST was also more than a month in Denmark,
Finland, Italy, Norway, Portugal, and Sweden, and no country
achieved amedian delay of less than twoweeks. In the NASCETonly
45% of patients underwent CEA within one month of random-
isation, with nearly 20% operated on aftermore than four months.19
A recent study from a Swedish tertiary referral centre found only
11% of patients underwent CEA within two weeks of symptoms.20
The majority of patients in the literature have therefore under-
gone CEA after the critical time interval when the beneﬁts of
surgery most clearly outweigh best medical treatment.5 In addition
to reduced clinical effectiveness; the cost effectiveness of such
delayed surgery is clearly poor.
This study has identiﬁed a number of risk factors for delayed
CEA, addressing these would be important if CEA services are to
continue to improve. Patients with a history of ischaemic heart
disease were signiﬁcantly more likely to wait longer than two
weeks from symptoms to CEA. As it is likely that these patients
will undergo additional pre-operative investigations or may
require coronary interventions for their ischaemic heart disease
prior to CEA, this may be difﬁcult to address. In this study, patients
who presented with a stroke were more likely to undergo CEA
within two weeks. Reducing delays from symptom to CEA for
patients with TIA or amaurosis fugax is important and potentially
achievable.One of the key ﬁndings in this study is that hospitals having
stroke-prevention clinics were more likely to achieve CEA within
two weeks of symptoms and were less likely to have patients
waiting more than eight weeks. This suggests that rapid access to
stroke prevention clinics with one-stop carotid imaging is
essential for reducing delay from symptoms to CEA in the future.
It is also a powerful argument supporting the current initiative to
focus stroke services in the UK within specialist centres. However
as suggested by the UKCEA study,9 stroke services are probably
underutilised and strategies should also focus on utilising stroke
services to capacity as well as making it easier for smaller
hospitals to access them. It has also been suggested that
the urgent assessment of patients with symptoms of cerebral
ischaemia in a specialised clinic can reduce stroke risk and
healthcare costs.21,22
Patients who were referred for CEA directly by their GP were
more likely to wait longer than both two and eight weeks for CEA
although this was only signiﬁcant on multivariable analysis for
eight week delay. This ﬁnding of lower delay for patients referred
by hospital physicians was also demonstrated in the UKCEA study.9
This could potentially be addressed by direct access stroke
prevention or TIA clinics. Alternatively fast track carotid imaging by
Duplex, such as that introduced in Gloucester halving symptom to
CEA intervals to a median of under seven weeks, may be an
approach suitable for other geographical areas.23
As patients treated at hospitals with stroke-prevention clinics
and patients who were referred by hospital physicians were less
likely to be delayed, it is likely that a regional protocol deﬁning the
early management of patients with symptoms of cerebral
ischaemia, and greater use of stroke prevention clinics, would
improve access to rapid CEA.21 This protocol would involve suitable
patients being seen urgently in open access stroke prevention or
TIA clinics with “one stop” Duplex imaging available immediately.
Patients who are then considered ﬁt for surgery with >50% carotid
stenosis should be referred directly to vascular surgeons who have
pre-booked operating capacity for urgent CEAs. Implementing such
protocols will involve signiﬁcant efforts from clinicians, managers
and commissioners but will be of important clinical beneﬁt.
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Leighton Hospital: M Hanafy. Manchester Royal Inﬁrmary:JV Smyth,
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Funding
The Vascular Governance North West programme is grateful for
the funding it receives from the Greater Manchester Clinical Audit
D. Purkayastha et al. / European Journal of Vascular and Endovascular Surgery 43 (2012) 637e641 641Leads Group. The authors declare that the sponsors had no role in
the study design, in the collection, analysis and interpretation of
data; in the writing of the manuscript; or in the decision to submit
the manuscript for publication.
Conﬂict of Interest
All authors declare that they have no conﬂict of interest.Ethical Approval
This study was approved by the North West Research Ethics
Committee (09/H1010/1).References
1 Farrell B, Fraser A, Sandercock P, Slattery J, Warlow CP, Europ Carotid Surg Trial
Collaborat G. Randomised trial of endarterectomy for recently symptomatic
carotid stenosis: ﬁnal results of the MRC European carotid surgery trial (ECST).
Lancet 1998;351(9113):1379e87.
2 Barnett HJM, Taylor W, Eliasziw M, Fox AJ, Ferguson GG, Haynes RB, et al.
Beneﬁt of carotid endarterectomy in patients with symptomatic moderate or
severe stenosis. N Engl J Med 1998;339(20):1415e25.
3 Walker MD, Marler JR, Goldstein M, Grady PA, Toole JF, Baker WH, et al.
Endarterectomy for asymptomatic carotid-artery stenosis. JAMA 1995;273(18):
1421e8.
4 HallidayA, HarrisonM,Hayter E, KongXL,Mansﬁeld A,Marro J, et al. 10-year stroke
prevention after successful carotid endarterectomy for asymptomatic stenosis
(ACST-1): a multicentre randomised trial. Lancet 2010;376(9746):1074e84.
5 Rothwell PM, Eliasziw M, Gutnikov SA, Warlow CP, Barnett HJM, Carotid Endar-
terectomy Trialists C. Endarterectomy for symptomatic carotid stenosis in rela-
tion to clinical subgroups and timing of surgery. Lancet 2004;363(9413):915e24.
6 National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence.Diagnosis and initial
management of acute stroke and transient ischaemic attack (TIA). http://
guidance.nice.org.uk/CG68 [accessed 06.02.12].
7 Liapis CD, Bell PRF, Mikhailidis D, Sivenius J, Nicolaides A, Fernandes JFE, et al.
ESVS guidelines. Invasive treatment for carotid stenosis: indications, tech-
niques. Eur J Vasc Endovasc 2009;37:S1e19.
8 Halliday AW, Lees T, Kamugasha D, Grant R, Hoffman A, Rothwell PM, et al.
Waiting times for carotid endarterectomy in UK: observational study. Brit Med J
2009;338:b1847.9 Rudarakancha R, Halliday AW, Kamugasha D, Grant R, Waton S, Horrocks M,
et al. Current practice of carotid endarterectomy in the UK. Brit J Surg
2012;99:209e16.
10 Dellagrammaticas D, Lewis S, Colam B, Rothwell PM, Warlow CP, Gough MJ,
et al. Carotid endarterectomy in the UK: acceptable risks but unacceptable
delays. Clin Med 2007;7(6):589e92.
11 Rodgers H, Oliver SE, Dobson R, Thomson RG, No Regional Carotid E. A regional
collaborative audit of the practice and outcome of carotid endarterectomy in
the United Kingdom. Eur J Vasc Endovasc 2000;19(4):362e9.
12 WahlgrenNG, Bergqvist D, HelleniusML,Holtas S, Jogestrand T, LindqvistM, et al.
Multidisciplinary cooperation behind a quality registry for carotid surgery. Good
coverage during the ﬁrst two years. Lakartidningen 2000;97(14):1678e82. 84e5.
13 Turnbull RG, Taylor DC, Hsiang YN, Salvian AJ, Nanji S, O’Hanley G, et al.
Assessment of patient waiting times for vascular surgery. Can J Surg
2000;43(2):105e11.
14 Pell JP, Slack R, Dennis M, Welch G. Improvements in carotid endarterectomy
in Scotland: results of a national prospective survey. Scott Med J
2004;49(2):53e6.
15 Ederle J, Dobson J, Featherstone RL, Bonati LH, van der Worp HB, de Borst GJ,
et al. Carotid artery stenting compared with endarterectomy in patients with
symptomatic carotid stenosis (International Carotid Stenting Study): an interim
analysis of a randomised controlled trial. Lancet 2010;375(9719):985e97.
16 Mantese VA, Timaran CH, Chiu D, Begg RJ, Brott TG, Investigators C. The
carotid revascularization endarterectomy versus stenting trial (CREST)
stenting versus carotid endarterectomy for carotid disease. Stroke
2010;41(10):S31e4.
17 Rerkasem K, Rothwell PM. Systematic review of the operative risks of carotid
endarterectomy for recently symptomatic stenosis in relation to the timing of
surgery. Stroke 2009;40(10):E564e72.
18 Fairhead JF, Mehta Z, Rothwell PM. Population-based study of delays in carotid
imaging and surgery and the risk of recurrent stroke.Neurology 2005;65(3):371e5.
19 Rothwell PM, Eliasziw M, Gutnikov SA, Fox AJ, Taylor DW, Mayberg MR, et al.
Analysis of pooled data from the randomised controlled trials of endarterec-
tomy for symptomatic carotid stenosis. Lancet 2003;361(9352):107e16.
20 Vikatmaa P, Sairanen T, Lindholm JM, Capraro L, Lepantalo M, Venermo M.
Structure of delay in carotid surgery e an observational study. Eur J Vasc
Endovascular Surg 2011;42(3):273e9.
21 Rothwell PM, Giles MF, Chandratheva A, Marquardt L, Geraghty O,
Redgrave JNE, et al. Effect of urgent treatment of transient ischaemic attack
and minor stroke on early recurrent stroke (EXPRESS study): a prospective
population-based sequential comparison. Lancet 2007;370(9596):1432e42.
22 Luengo-Fernandez R, Gray AM, Rothwell PM. Effect of urgent treatment for
transient ischaemic attack and minor stroke on disability and hospital costs
(EXPRESS study): a prospective population-based sequential comparison.
Lancet Neurol 2009;8(3):235e43.
23 Bhatti TS, Harradine K, Davies B, Heather BP, Earnshaw JJ. First year of a fast
track carotid duplex service. J Roy Coll Surg Edin 1999;44(5):307e9.
